Election 2002
A Year for Primaries I n most election years, the primaries are no more than a small hurdle for congressional incumbents on their path to reelection. But in years following congressional redistricting, such as this one, that hurdle can become very high for some House members.
Since the end of World War II, no fewer than nine House incumbents have been defeated for renomination in the post-redistricting year. And in 1992, the number swelled to a postwar record of 19.
No one is expecting the number of incumbent primary losers to be that high this year. Ten years ago, many members were tainted by the House banking scandal, and the widespread perception of recession weakened a number of others.
In addition, anti-incumbent sentiment -on the rise in 1992 -has been on the wane in recent years. And one of the major themes of the current round of redistricting has been the success of incumbents of both parties in getting lines drawn to their advantage. In elections, it is said, voters pick the candidates. In redistricting, candidates pick the voters. And the most interested of candidates in the decennial line drawing are usually incumbents.
Yet the accuracy of that comment for 2002 has
PRIMARIES BY MONTH
The 2002 primary season stretches from early March to late September, with particularly heavy concentrations of activity in March, the spring months of May and June, and the late summer months of August and September. There are no primaries scheduled in April or July. Louisiana is not included in the totals because it does not hold a primary. There are, though, seven House seats and a Senate seat up this year in the Bayou State. States are included in the month they hold their primary, even if a runoff is scheduled in a later month.
Nominations to be settled:
States House Seats Senators Governors 
PRIMARY CALENDAR
The following chart lists this year's dates for primary and runoff elections, the latter required in some states where the top primary finisher does not win a certain percentage of the vote (usually 50% But of all the members of Congress up for renomination this March, the one most clearly in trouble is California's Gary A. Condit. Two years ago, Condit crushed his Democratic primary rival by a ratio of more than 10-to-1 and easily won a sixth full term in the House that fall. This time, the beleaguered Condit would be fortunate to make it out of the Democratic primary.
The basic outline of Condit's political resume is not unlike the bulk of the 19 House incumbents who were denied renomination in 1992. They were not new, politically inexperienced members. Fourteen had served at least 10 years in the House. Five had serious ethics problems, having "bounced" at least 300 checks at the House bank. Four had been paired against another incumbent. Only one was a freshman.
Some who lost that year should have seen it coming, having won their primary or general election two years earlier with less than 55% of the vote. But a number were blindsided, having won easy renomination and reelection for years. 
DEFEATED HOUSE MEMBERS, 1992-2000
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TRIPPING OVER THE PRIMARY HURDLE: GOVERNORS, SENATORS AND HOUSE MEMBERS DENIED RENOMINATION SINCE 1992
A total of 29 House incumbents suffered primary defeats from 1992 through 2000, with 19 of them losing in 1992 after the last round of congressional redistricting was completed. Meanwhile, over the last decade, only two senators and two governors have been denied renomination. The chart indicates the number of full terms the incumbent was completing when he or she lost the primary, the incumbent's vote percentage and margin of defeat in percentage points, and whether or not the seat changed party hands in the fall. Those seats that switched parties are indicated in bold. A pound sign (#) indicates the incumbent had not been elected to the office, but assumed it on the death or resignation of his or her predecessor. An asterisk (*) indicates House members who were paired against other incumbents in the 1992 primaries. There was a special situation in the Oklahoma 5th District in 1992, when Republican incumbent Mickey Edwards finished third in a primary where the leader was Bill Price. But Price subsequently lost to Ernest J. Istook in a runoff. The results are from editions of America Votes (CQ Press) covering elections from 1992 to 2000. Sundlun was completing his second two-year term as governor. But his stock had plummeted after a series of controversies, the most colorful an out-of-court settlement of a paternity suit. He lost badly in the Democratic primary to a state senator, Myrth York, who went on to lose to Republican Lincoln Almond that fall.
GOVERNORS (2)
As for Miller, he was filling out the term of his predecessor, George S. Mickelson, who had died in a plane crash the previous year. Miller sought a full term of his own in 1994 but was beaten in the GOP primary by William J. Janklow, a former governor who was in the midst of making a successful comeback.
Of the governors and senators up for election this year, only Republican Sen. Robert C. Smith of New Hampshire -at this point -appears to be in serious danger of being beaten in a primary. Yet even if none of them suffers a headline-making defeat at the hands of their party's voters, the results of the upcoming primary season could still be quite instructive. A governor or senator who has a close call in their primary, or even gives up an unexpectedly large share of the primary vote, could be sending an early signal of vulnerability in the November election.
On that score, stay tuned... and look for the devil in the details. Actually, this will be California's third set of primary voting rules in the last six years. As late as 1996, the primary was closed. In 1998, though, it was opened by voter fiat, so that candidates of all parties ran on a single ballot. The nominations went to the highest vote-getter in each party, regardless of position in the overall order of finish.
WHO CAN VOTE IN THE PRIMARIES
This so-called "blanket" primary was held again in March 2000. But state Democratic and Republican leaders objected to having a primary system imposed on them and it has been legally overturned, replaced with a new system that splits the difference between its two predecessors. California's 6.9 million registered Democrats and 5.3 million registered Republicans can vote only in their party's primary, while the 2.2 million registered independents (or "Declined to State," as they are formally known in California) can vote in either party's primary.
The new voting rules could play a significant role in the outcome of the closely watched Republican gubernatorial contest March 5 between the erstwhile front-runner, former Los Angeles Mayor Richard Riordan, and his fast-closing challenger, Bill Simon Jr., the son of the former treasury secretary.
Simon, whose base is within the large and active conservative wing of the California GOP, would probably have done best in the original closed system of primary voting. Riordan, who boasts greater appeal among non-Republicans, would probably have run strongest in the recently scrapped "blanket" primary, where crossover voting was a central feature.
It is an open question which candidate will finish on top under California's new system. But as always, who votes will decide who wins.
INCUMBENTS AND PRIMARIES: THE GEOGRAPHY OF DEFEAT
It was not so long ago that primary elections were particularly treacherous for incumbents in the South, as the region was so solidly Democratic that almost the only chance to unseat an incumbent governor, senator, or House member was in the Democratic primary. That is no longer the case, with the result over the last decade that incumbents in one part of the country looked no more vulnerable to primary defeat than those in another. 
Incumbent Primary Defeats
RECENT PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARIES AND CAUCUSES… WHO'S WON THE EARLY EVENTS
For a generation now, Iowa and New Hampshire have set the tone in presidential nominating campaigns by winnowing the field of candidates. But in recent years, it has been the events that immediately followed that have determined the nomination. The winners listed below are from the event (primary or caucus) that determined delegate selection. Caucus winners are in italics. "N/A" indicates results were not available. Hawaii Republicans held caucuses in early February 2000 but no tally of presidential preferences was taken. The state is not included among the early events in this and other charts. 
START WITH IOWA AND NEW HAMPSHIRE, THEN SHUFFLE THE DECK
For a generation now, Iowa and New Hampshire have anchored the first two spots on the presidential nominating calendar -at least in the eyes of the candidates and the media. But the line up of states that has followed has constantly reordered itself, as more and more states hold primaries earlier and earlier in the election year.
A generation ago, the nominating process was long and deliberative. It extended across the winter and spring months to the convention itself. In recent years, the meaningful part of the nominating process has been no more than a short sprint, truncated on the front side of the Ides of March. But South Carolina, which provided Bush with a pivotal primary victory, has held only one Democratic presidential primary -that in 1992 when Clinton scored a landslide victory in a contest that drew barely 100,000 voters to the polls.
Virginia Democrats have also held just one presidential primary, which was won in 1988 by Jesse Jackson. Turnout for that contest was barely half the number that cast ballots in the state's Republican primary in 2000.
Washington just began holding presidential primaries in the 1990s, and none of the Democratic contests has yet been entrusted with delegate selection.
Meanwhile, Michigan, the most populous state to vote in February 2000, has had an on and off relationship with presidential primaries since a flood of cross-over votes gave George Wallace an unexpectedly one-sided victory in the 1972 Democratic balloting.
The shoe was on the other foot in 2000, when the wave of crossovers was into the Republican primary and gave the insurgent McCain an unexpected victory that highly embarrassed the state GOP establishment. Without much of a Republican contest expected in 2004, the flow of voters would likely be back to the Democratic side.
The voting rules of these states could add to the unpredictability of the Democratic contest in 2004, should they be the states that anchor the February calendar. Michigan, South Carolina, Virginia and Washington are all "open" primary states. None of the four has party registration, so that with a minimum of effort, any registered voter could cast a ballot in the primary of their choice, Democratic or Republican.
Iowa and New Hampshire have party registration, but the hundreds of thousands of independent voters in both states have the opportunity to participate in either party's event.
But in a system where the constant is change, it would be surprising if the states that settled the 2004 Democratic presidential nomination were exactly the same ones that decided the Republican contest in 2000.
What states might insert themselves into influential spots in February 2004?
For openers, how about New York, Ohio, Missouri, and the 800-pound elephant of national politics, California. All four have shown a willingness to be flexible, as they moved their primary dates forward in 2000 to make the first Tuesday in March the curtain-closing extravaganza that year which it turned out to be. 
